[Errors and difficulties in the assessment of severely handicapped and blind persons].
The assessment of ophthalmological examination reports in social law is usually based on subjective statements by the petitioner made towards his ophthalmologist. Insufficient consideration of objective results as well as the limited experience of the officials in charge may lead to errors. An analysis of patients for consideration as legally blind in Baden, Germany, between 1980-1999, based upon 2,265 doubtful applications resulted in 33.3% false estimates by the patient's ophthalmologist. The reason, in the vast majority of cases, was misjudgment involving visual field defects or even missing manual-kinetic Goldmann perimetry. It may be assumed that this is also true for petitions in legislation for severely handicapped persons, particularly because the officials in charge are rarely ophthalmologists.